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Art Rejections: 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 

forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ramamoorthy , U.S. pat. Appl . Pub. 
No. 2004/0213258. 

Per claim 1, Ramamoorthy discloses a method for a data 
handling policy in a collaborative computing environment 
comprising : 

a) storing the data handling policy for one of a person and 
a role on a computer storage medium ( see par. 19, 27 ) ; 

b) implementing the data handling policy in the 
collaborative computing environment by providing access to 
data in accordance with the established data handling 
policy ( see par. 28-30 ) ; and 
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c) providing access to the data handling policy to a person 
affected by the data handling policy, i.e., administrator 
( see par. 27 ) . 

Ramamoorthy does not explicitly teach allowing the 
authorized user to view data handling policy. It is however 
noted that managing the policy typically requires the 
authorized user to interact and view the policy. For 
instance, handling a security policy would require the user 
to enter password, encryption techniques, etc. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to allowing such 
viewing in Ramamoorthy because it would have been enabled 
implementing Ramamoorthy ^ s invention. 

Per claims 2-3, Ramamoorthy teaches granting the user 
unrestricted access to shared data ( see par. 30 ) . It is 
noted that such data would include any data generated by 
one or more users . 

Per claims 4-7, Ramamoorthy teaches allowing more than 
one person to change the data handling policy ( see par. 27, 
3^) . 

Per claim 8, It is noted that many data handling 
policies would have required users to be notified of the 
existence of the policy, e.g., prompting users to change 
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passwords or selecting encryption methods, etc., ( see par. 
22-23 ) . 

Claims 9-20 are similar in scope as that of claims 1- 

8. 



Conclusion: 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Viet 
Vu whose telephone number is 571-272-3977. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:00am to 
4:00pm. The Group general information number is 571-272- 
2100. The Group fax number is 571-273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Nathan Flynn, can 
be reached on 571-272-1915. 

Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov . Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



/Viet Vu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2454 

2/26/10 



